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the documentation necessary for calibration of test equipment; the
documentation necessary for material conformance; and an approach to
documentation of all materials origin used in manufacture.

The following ratings will be used to evaluate this factor:

Acceptable - The offeror meets and/or exceeds the requirements, and has
demonstrated an understanding of the requirements and specifications described in the
solicitation. The company’s level of understanding of the work to be performed is
thorough and comprehensive. Probability of successful contract performance is good.

Unacceptable - The offeror does not meet the requirements, and/or the technical
proposal has failed to demonstrate a satisfactory level of understanding of the
requirement or capability in one or more areas. The company lacks basic understanding
of work to be performed under the contract. This low level of understanding or capability
would cause significant concern that there would be a high risk associated with the
company’s performance.

FACTOR 2(b) — Past Performance

i.  The evaluation of past performance will be conducted in accordance with
FAR 15.305(a) (2) and NFS 1815.305(a) (2). The offeror’s relevant
performance of work similar in size, content, and complexity to the
requirements of this acquisition will be evaluated. For purposes of this
Section, relevant is a contract performed within the last five (5) years that
is similar in size, content, and complexity to requirements of this RFP.
The Government may supplement the information contained in the proposal
with information obtained from other Government organizations and
personnel, commercial sources, public information sources, and, if
applicable, data gathered during the discussion phase of the evaluation.
Emphasis will be given to the extent of recent direct experience and quality
of past performance on previous contracts that are highly relevant to the
effort defined in this RFP.

| ii.  The following ratings will be used to evaluate this factor:

Acceptable - Based on the offeror's performance record, the Government has a
reasonable expectation that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort, or
the offeror’s performance record is unknown. (See note below.)

Unacceptable - Based on the offeror’s performance record, the Government has no
reasonable expectation that the offeror will be able to successfully perform the required
effort.

Note: In the case of an offeror without a record of relevant past performance or for
whom information on past performance is not available or so sparse that no meaningful
past performance rating can be reasonably assigned, the offeror may not be evaluated
favorably or unfavorably on past performance (see FAR 15.305 (a)(2)(iv)). Therefore, the
offeror shall be determined to have unknown past performance. In the context of
acceptability/ unacceptability, “unknown” shall be considered “acceptable.”
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d. EVALUATION PROCESS

The following describes the general methodology that will be used for proposal
evaluation:

(1) Offerors will be checked against the List of Parties Excluded From Federal
Procurement and Non-procurement Programs. Offerors who appear on the List will
be eliminated without further consideration. Proposals will also be checked for minor
informalities or irregularities. The Contracting Officer will follow guidance at FAR
15.306 for resolving minor informalities or irregularities.

(2) The Contracting Officer will conduct a price analysis on each offeror’s submitted
price.

(3) The technical (non-price) volume of the offeror with the lowest evaluated
reasonable price will be given to the technical evaluators for review. If the technical
(non-price) proposal is determined to be technically “Acceptable”, award shall be
made to that offeror, subject to a positive responsibility determination in accordance
with FAR Part 9. In order for a technical proposal to be determined technically
“Acceptable”, all of the non-price factors in the technical proposal must be
individually and collectively evaluated as “Acceptable”.

(4) If the technical proposal is determined to be technically “Unacceptable” the
technical (non-price) volume of the offeror with the next lowest evaluated reasonable
price will be given to the technical evaluators for review. If the technical (non-price)
proposal of the offeror with the next lowest evaluated reasonable price is determined
to be technically “Acceptable” award shall be made to that offeror subject to a
positive responsibility determination in accordance with FAR Part 9.

(5) If the technical proposal is determined to be technically “Unacceptable” the
process described will be conducted again, as many times as necessary, until such
time as the Government identifies a technically “Acceptable” proposal.

M.2  SELECTION DECISION

Selection for contract award will be made based on a Lowest Price Technically Acceptable
(LPTA) source selection process. The proposal that provides the lowest fair and reasonable
price and is otherwise technically acceptable in all non-price factors will be selected for award.
The selection will be made subject to an affirmative determination of contractor responsibility in
accordance with FAR Subpart 9.1.

(End of provision)

M.3 FAR 52.217-5 Evaluation of Options. (Jul 1990)

Except when it is determined in accordance with FAR 17.206(b) not to be in the Government’s
best interests, the Government will evaluate offers for award purposes by adding the total price

for all options to the total price for the basic requirement. Evaluation of options will not obligate
the Government to exercise the option(s).

(End of provision)
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